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s~~ft&m MCKAY SETS FORTRFACTS ON BAITING FJSU~JITIONS ', . . I 
Secret&‘of the ,Interior Douglas I$cKay todgy.issued the following;state&antt 

“Representative Reuss of V!isconsin has charged in the press.that a report by 
a-Department b%ologist.critfcal.of waterfowl feeding pract1d’es $n,California w8S 
‘ignored, unheeded and buried, 1” . 

,. 
“This allegation is not supported by the facts which are as follows4 

I. 
- &‘ne Federal law a&&igt baiting is.3.n f&l force a& effect in California, 

at3 well as the other 47 ,States, and ,&t will. not be liberali,z.ed, 

“However, a special situation e&Ma in California. As a result o$ the 
great expansion of agriculture in that State, most of its natural waterfowl winter- 
ing areas have shrunk.. California winters most of the .waterfowl of the Pacific 
flyway, but the plain truth is,+&% the State no longer has sufficient nah& 
labitat for them, Since the birds ma&t ‘find. food somewhere, they concentrate in 
the three great valleys of the Stste6the Sacramento,, the San Joaqusn and the 
Imperial. ’ .. . 

“This &an& in the habits of the birda has resulted in heavy damage to 
California crops. In attempt;lng over the years to meetthe demands made by farmers 
for. the protection of thei’r oraps from waterfowl depredatio’n, .th$ Service has used 
such varied methods as fireworks’ and M.rpSanes to frighten the flocks away from 
unharvested or growing crops. 

“In 1953 the California State Legislature passed an act designed to relieve 
crop depredation by migratory waterfowl through permitting the feeding of the birds 
to attract them away from the crop areass 

“Under this act, regulations that specified conditions for the feeding of 
waterfowl were adopted by the California Fish and Game Commission on September 10, 
1953, Since then the Fish and Wildlife Service has kept a close watch on the 
operation of the California experimental feeding program. 

“Director John Farley is determined that the special California situation 
shall not result in abuses which would lead the way back to a revival of baiting. 
He has made it clear that not‘ning in the California regulations shall be construed 
as a license to violate the Federal Migratory Bird Hunting Regulations pertaining 
to the placement of feed, 



"After the adoption of the State regulations, Mr. Clinton N. Lostet*.r(ak I- 
assigned to observe their sf@ot upon we movement of ducks and geese, particI$.arti 
as to whether the r -I-'* .'+$& .&&ec$ a~~con$&$&w$@.$$e~Yederal proh&bition of 
baiting, I&. Lostet X~'&'a',&sh and' \?~dJ.Q$~%fo~~&k stationed in'$&rarnd~to, ,+ v 
California. '. 1 "Y.-. ,,:, . . ,d ..-;. *: '5. .' 

"Reports were prepared '& Mr. Lostetter in 1053 and 1954. Far from being " 
'ignored and buried' these reports were carefUly considered by oareer officM.e 
of -he Zish and Wildlife Servioe in Washington and in the field, ineluding biolo- 
gists of equal or greater experience than Mr. Lostetter. 

"The findings,were fully discussed, for example9 in Auguk 19343n 
Washing*an, D. C.,. at a meeting of the Re~giq&t Waterfowl Advisciry Ccmmittee repre- 
senting a cross-section-of the Nation's leading waterfowl conservation authorities. 
The Lostetter reports were only part of the'i&ormation.&Mh the Department.had 
available in following the Galifornfa situatio,cli i 

"Copies of&e report were not madepuI&Q or released to congress&al OcslG 
mittees because they tid:not,represent the views of the Department an&for the 
further reason they were not concurred in by Mr. Lostcttk"s superiors, including 

'; 

career sc$entists of the Fish and Wildl$fe Service. 
. . 

"It is.not unusual for conflicting reports to ,be recreived from employees per- 
fo&ning,duties such,as those assigned -to &. I,os$M%er. Nor is it unusual for the 
conclusions Pn such a report to be rejected by more experienced employees and offi- 
cials responsible for exercising final judgment in aotione to be taken by the, 
Ceparkent. , ~:. 
.'I 

.%@ii was the*aqse~wLth'respect ti t&e .Lostett8r ~W4port; : Idlien it had ?Xmn ' 
consid&d by the top offiatlals of tie Hsh+nd Wildlife '&SViCe, in&uding XBLIlf ' 
of it8 ,expsrl~csed~oareer~sof~ntists, ~oreco&zed&at feeding cannot be pro- 
hibited by Federal action, a ds&.sion was made to conti;mze the close check on tha 
Californ3.a situat%on with a view to aiding as far as pumible in alleviating crop 
depredationuhile enforcing rigidly the@#@4 rules agaimstbaitislg, 

%a+ver it was ;a&&ained that'he contepts -of the report'had been discussed 
pu’blaly. zkiereaf& a c9py- of the repqst.was p&aptly .fu+iahed to the congres- 
sional ccxnmittee which had reque&ed it."' 
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